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internal Parliamentary Taxations, claimed by the Colonies, apply to the .

Citizens of Londmn #

The Power defcribed in the Provincial Charters is to make Laws, and in
the Exercifc of that Power, the Colonies are bounded by no other Limita-
tions than what refult from their Subordination to, and Dependance upon
Great- Britain. The Term Bye-Laws is as novel, and improper, when ap-
plied to the Affemblies, as the Exprseflion Aeis of Affembly would be, i1 applicd
to the Parliament ¢f Great-Britain, and it is as ablurd and infenfible, to call
a Colony a common Corporation, becaufe not an independant Kingdom,

G b e e

anJ the Powers of each to make Laws and Bye Laws, are limited, tho’ not -

comparable in their Extent, and the Varicty of their Objeéts, as it would
be to call Lake Erie, a Duck-puddle, becaufe not the Atlantic Ocean.

Should the Analogy between the Colonies and Corgaratio'u be even admitted
for a Moment, in order to fee what would be the ‘onfequence of the Poflu-
latum, it would only amount to this, The Colonies are vefted with as com-
pleat Authority to all Intents and Purpofes to Tax themfelves, as any Eng-
lfb Corporation is to make a Bye-Law, in any imaginable Inftance for any
local Purpole whatever, and the Parliament doth not make Laws for Corpo-
rations upon Subjeds, in every Refpect proper for Bye-Laws.

But I don’t reft the Matter upon this, or any other Circumftance, how-
ever confiderable, to prove the Impropricty of a Taxation by the Britih Par-
liament. I rely upon the Fa&, that siot one Inhabitant in any Colony is,
or can be aflually or virtually reprefented by the Britih Houfe of Commaons,
and thercfore, that the Stamp Duties are feverely impofed.

But it has been alledged, that if the Right to Give and Grant the Property
of the Colonies by an internal Taxation is denied to the Houfe of Com-
mons, the Subordination or Dependance of the Colonies, and the Superin-
tendence of the Brit./b Parliament can’t be confiftently eftablifh’d—T hat any
fuppofed Line of Diftin&ion between the Two Cafes, is but * a whimfical
¢¢ -Imagination, a chimegical Speculation againft Fa& and Experience.”—
Now, under Favour, I conceive there is more Confidence, than Solidity in
this Aflertion, and it may be fatisfactorily and eafily proved, that the Sugor-
dination and Dependance of the Colonies may be preferved, and the fupreme
Authority of the Mother-Country be firmly fupported, and yet the Principle
of Reprefentation, and the Right of the %r:’nﬁ Houfe of Commons fowing
from st, to Give and Grant the %ropcrty of the Commons of America, be de-

nied. ‘
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